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u/A. 75-1 Tyler/Shea litters; interrogatories 11/23/75 

I 1 ::. tlr<3u fro**- to~oy 1 q thirc forced wal±i oi" closi* *co a hall mixe ana n-ay not 
recall all I notice ana tiiat occurred to me on earlier reading of Shea's 12/25/75* 

**Y impression is tnat it .i.o* s much i.ore than lay the basis (last sentence) for the 
waiver ol all charts* In fact* if thoy hold public interest to this citont what is to 
Keep thorn ior misusing what tho press won # t under.- fc*tnd for a grand. spectacular* r.y 
hurxh is that if you have not piad the fee you should. ±t is included in a check 1 sent 
you a while? back. 

whether or not you have drafted the interrogatorius, I think this is worth a 
separate letter to Levi or Tyler* What I think should be incorporates follows. 

It did not take then three weeks to discover a simple* "perfectly obvious" 
n.-d* of course* unintedod "enor." This followed my written complaints to HI and 
the press conference, which received extensive electronic-news coverage in which 
tiu> error not "corrected" until after then was noted. In interrogatories I fear the 
judge will consider you are arguing. In a letter connecting his, which can be attached, 
I do not believe the judge woula consider you are abusing interrogatories and the sece 
effect can be hai* «su-haps better. 

This provides a perfect opportunity for wiiat I t/dnk should also bo included, 
their failure to respond to ry letter pointing cut they had not complied with the re- 
quest and had in fact rewritten it. I f d point out the total absence to this day of 
any ballistics comparisons between the test-fired bullets and tho recovered fragment. 

Again the question of the judge's reaction. I cot letter with codes wholesale* 
Ubove all include Conyers, Attention Neil Cotier.) 

No respon se on comparison-microscope pictures, minimally required and covered 
i^i the .equesv, 1;? wx ty provided with the non— ie tn&l snelx and bolt— face. But 

micaing in the uindossillii and muzzle. Note that the papers also say the sicie of the 
muzzle yew we nave boon provided no "rests' 1 or even "raw Hiatt rial" on tills* 

I uiiinn it is important to load it on nevi and Tyler fast, before they get 
their counter— action launched* 


Now that they acknowledge both tests were in the request and both v;ere made, ask 
why they have not provided tho end product, the ^urpoze ci‘ tho tests, a complete compari- 
son between the recobcred fragment and the test bullets and the cictning. Be careful on 
this. The clothing part rofers to lead only. But copper also is miesidg from Q-64. Or 
7m • my legs hurt too much to chock files. No, 64, as attachments ray* Understand that 
there has to oe a reason for their reporting only lead with no measurements or other 
♦-lemeiitr. iherc z no reasonnbxi; doubt that the fr&gm n t caused death anu cmrMstga> 
tlie missing parts caused the traces on the clothing*. Bo why, when there has to be the 
kind of reading they supposedly want, do they suppress it? Among the obvious reasons is 
at these will no£ stack with the other bullets deposited at the scene. Don't be 
deceived by the notation attributing to the manufacturer tte statement that the control 
on the lead is not good. It tho trace eluents that count in these tests. And now that 
they have admitted the teste were performed, asked where the complete results were, what 
any iawyer or prosecutor war going to understand or what any FBI agent would use as the 
basis of his testimony. They are so \nLLnerbal. here that again I strongly sug^-est a'separat 
communica -ion with copies at a minimum to Levi, Tyler and Aoliet, certified, aa lessee only 
re t um receipt, "‘dre, out Ido of court also, wc must make them all witting. Aa they are. 

lhey sayy KAA's w^-re "effected" and this is "perfectly obvious." I would politely 
^ t0 thi " ar S umea V pnjpaganda that it also is "perfectly obvious" that they 

were h°T released to your client as a result of the letter of December 1, 1Sf75." You 
might offer ohe et ol a kindness, that they ask the FBI and if they get a contradiction 
invite us in -o explain to them. (There is merit, I thiruc, in all fceotufes that can be 

they^^^^d^livS.i^ 1 C ° U,d lGad t0 thC CaGC n0t ****& t0 € ° beforc a because 


the results of - oectrographic tests." Tell him that ii the FH* has tola him this to 
SZZTT&L A to cSpStcooss m if to i. M-OUW. to a* w. to «mu.k» 
oith 'the toeio ociontlflo literetur. on the teste, th.tr 

r ccrded ana results compiled and written, lou coula say that if he has a problem 
getting thin from this - f JL vs arc willing to be helpful to his/them because of «. 
s'tci’t emiii'ts i‘*r» -^vi hcs zso.dc recoxvtiy* 

it just occurred to me that in a week Chapman is to be here. There can be no 
answer to interrogatories then. But a carbon ofthe letter could be quite informative and 
would certainly help him not be conned oy uhe ^BI# 

We could carry this further but I reco -end against it. I’d be certain to «:pcat 
that they hav, not delivered what I asked and filed for. I'd conclude with a nrce, clean 
and very” pointed Crack about the first sentence in hie last p ragraph: Alttou^xt uhe 
error would have bean caught by anyone with expertise it. thin area. *nu tt»b 
responds instead of tho FBI. Ho obviously had no expertise. Ut wauldbo great if he 
clair oi it after this letter, his personal knowledge ana the continue a withholding. ) 
rJrtu'hto St f» ell tit 1= to TV tod id tho newspapers . ivkiWWl 
we had beer, lea to believe, that nowhere - but MCwHEitK - is there grc.&uei expo i- 
than in the Phi, ahich pro vice a the information. rou might ..an. to ask if into 
light of toils the people in tho ho who are aupposeu to be making inquiry ouglit nou 
have other questions about tho infonwtion the FBI has given them. tfD OTHouw, 

A little division botweon DJ and FBI can’t harp and can help. Sven DJ. 

This whole operation is utterly insane. The apparent possible explanations 
include the refusal of the FBI to do anything ana the recognition of tho lawyers tnat 
something had to be done before it got before a ju«ge. track about do they tree, all 
requests thi6 way one wait so long after public sax attention to ana private comp 
before they "rectify" tho "obvious" error. 

Why did not Wiseman drop you a note? Or others in the FBl/FOIA of lice? They know 
that once they get started there is no and for them. Why dia Tyler respond ins cq o- 
FBI/FOIA to begin with? Answer: the FBI's previous experience with us, esp. "5-226 
and pur repeated dirges of perjury. Still und«nied.'v Could you use the kina oa Is. ter 
suggest in that appeal? ) . 

Mote thAt tho alleged UAA's, I think more important on the clothing, bear date 
and include only one oi the admitted nine elements, not the ° n f '; n w ^ at 

the spectroscopy on tlie clothing. Mote tiiat nothin is signed or xiii .-al'’d and t ia 
therein, as you know, tt.e extraordinary delay of two weoKS on the i.rst two sheets an 
an additional* three on the third, which bears no heading or identification of any kind. 
*>ote tiiat notiiing else wo have ever boon Given as an original is marked .i,n, anew in- 
meciiataly after the date, that each has had a lab slip here totally missing ana taat 
the presence of an extra elonent in is ontiroly visa in g# 

I bell' iV'. 1 that as this represents a split between FBI and BJ ws should exploit 
it and. help widen and harden that split. I do not think any of those new DJ types will 
want to hart hi. .calf to salvage the Fsl. There were, on tho political an- policy level, 
then o tha r hJ la ye -s. But it was tho name FBI. I thiix- it is urgont*y important uo 
confront those lawyers ar.d BJ on this 1‘ vol To make them make tlioir decision boufl g. 
they can shift it to the Assistant U.3. Attorney who handles the case iu court. 

Uow for the real killer. lie provide four sheets, three with initials. ThG other, 
which illegibly refers to KAA, desoite hin "po fectly obvious from one page of the FBI 
records released to your clients" WAS HOT. I have tho k±s± orginals now as always as yop 
gave tlwim to me, in a xpaa separate file aru-ked "origiiials." IT IS HJT 0.E 0. TL-a>E P.wLS. 

Bivide and conquorfe This is new proof t e FBI lieu to BJ, with the ulticate 
responsibility i.ovt's*and Tylers. Lay on! Best, 


in this sane ultra-cooperative spirit ho says ttat what 






' 

J is» 


\ 

A 


